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'LY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTHiS) FROM 


no ev^-nt however, may a reply be timely filed 


- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address -- 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR Rt 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATIC N 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CF ■ : 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this comnumcatio 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) day.-. tl 

- If NO period for reply is specified above the maximum statutoiy v.- m 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will by ; ' .hi: 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the 
earned patent term adiustment See 37 CFR 1 704(b) 

Status 


;i-iy v.:v :iiu st.itvtJiy minimum of thirty (30) da,s .-.ill be considered timely. 
(! vvili .,i ;.iy and .viil expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
i:e c.-..'. - tne application to become ABANDONF-.D 1 35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
inij da:-- -. t this coir.munication even if timely filed may reduce any 
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1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 
2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)L] This action is non-final 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for al 

closed in accordance with the practice un 
Disposition of Claims 

4) [x] Claim(s) 1-18 is/are pending in the applies 1 on 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are with : r awn from consideration 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |E1 Claim(s) 1-18 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction a 


owance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

ier Ex piMie Quayle, 1935 CD. 11. 453 O.G. 213. 
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9)D The specification is objected to by the Exai. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D 

Applicant may not request that any objection ! 
11 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on _ 
If approved, corrected drawings are required 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by th,< 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for fo 

a)DAII b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1. Q Certified copies of the priority doci - 

2. \Z\ Certified copies of the priority docnr 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of th - 

application from the Internatioi ":a 
* See the attached detailed Office action foi ■ 

14) FJ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for dc;i 

a) □ The translation of the foreign languao. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for don 
Attachment(s) 
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3) (~J Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) l-'ai N 


:-'or emotion requirement, 
ner. 

xepted cr bO objected to by the Examiner. 

i the drnwing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

s a/O approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

epK this Office action. 
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-in priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
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;iir. I'jcuments have been received in this National Stage 

: .j!e:r. :PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 

si of certified copies not received 

s;ic ; .ority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application). 

ov s.;>nnl application has been received 
•■■stic puonty under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
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Clain* Rej 

1. The following is a quotatioi 

The specification shall con.-. :e .-. 
claiming the subject mattoi . ■ 


2. Claims 5,6.12.13.17 ai -,; a 
paragraph, as being indefn n> . 
claim the subject matter wind ajj 

3. Claims 5,6,12.13.17 i\< ; 
respectively. There is insu f ii ,-ai 
If applicant is intending this i; [a. 
applicant should include this ■ !ht 
Furthermore, if applicant inter :s ' 
should rewrite ABS to incleo-: ,. 

Claims 1-7 are objected to a 
claims 8-13. When two claim ■■ m 
close in content that they but; ^. •. 
wording, it is proper after a ' . ■ 
substantial duplicate 01 tin. 


AILED ACTION 

aiKva, - 35 USC § 112 

<t i 1 i second paragraph of 35 U S C. 112: 

■ iiore claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
: ; ;i : regards as his invention 

,-ated under 35 U.S.C 112. second 

, .aiticularly point out Mid distinctly 

i ;<';; ;:uds as the invention 

he limitation M ABS" in line 2. 

: j it basis for this limitation in the claim. 

a ae "anti-lock braking system" then 

>ae,. -fixation, not just recite ABS. 

. . : : ist- ABS to be a limitation, applicant 

■aks. 

sections 

! 75 as being a substantial duplicate of 
i , ,: ation are duplicates oi else are so 
ir tine thing, despite a siight difference in 
to object to the othe- as being a 
..ee MPEP § 706.03.,,). 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 1 02 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another 
filed in the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an 
international application by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), 
and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) by the American Inventors 
Protection Act of 1999 (AIPA) do not apply to the examination of this application 
as the application being examined was not ( 1 ) filed on or after November 29, 
2000, or (2) voluntarily published under 35 U.S.C. 122(b). Therefore, this 
application is examined under 35 U.S.C 102(e) prior to the amendment by the 
AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

5. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Ayres et al (6,404,333). 

6. Ayres discloses an instrument cluster comprising: a back plate; a mask, 
said mask and said back plate formed as a single component. With regards to 
the method of forming, this is an apparatus product by process claim, therefore 
the method of forming is not given any patentable weight and a dial formed onto 
said back plate; an applique; a lens, the dial comprises clear polycarbonate; light 
emitting diode backlighting. (Figs 4-8). 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another 
filed in the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an 



international application by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), 
and (4) of section 371 (c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U S C 102(e) by the American Inventors 
Protection Act of 1 999 (AIPA) do not apply to the examination of this application 
as the application being examined was not (1) filed on or after November 29, 
2000, or (2) voluntarily published under 35 U.S.C. 122(b). Therefore, this 
application is examined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the 
AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C 102(e)). 

7. Claims 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being anticipated by 
DeLine et al (6,172,613). 

8. DeLine discloses the method of producing an instrument cluster in 
columns 10 and 16, lines 16-25 and 5-17 respectively, the dial comprises clear 
polycarbonate. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Anabel M Ton whose telephone number is 
(703) 305-1084. The examiner can normally be reached on 08:00-16:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Sandra O'Shea can be reached on (703) 305-4939. The 
fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned are (703) 305-3431 for regular communications and (703) 308-7724 for 
After Final communications 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed to the leceptionist whose telephone number is 
(703) 308-0956. / . cJU^ 
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